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During the past centuries human-induced land use changes resulted in a considerable loss
of natural habitats worldwide. In transformed landscapes historical burial places such as
cemeteries and churchyards can have the potential for biodiversity conservation. In our
review we aimed at evaluating the conservation role of these sites and at revealing factors
that can threaten their biota. Altogether we evaluated the results of 97 relevant studies
from ﬁve continents. We found that cemeteries and churchyards have a considerable
conservation role, as even in heavily transformed landscapes they often act as refuges for
the populations of rare and endangered species; altogether 140 protected taxa were listed
in the reviewed studies. We revealed that the high biodiversity of burial places is sup-
ported by their long-term existence and their undisturbed status. However, in parallel with
changes in the social attitude the management of these natural refuges has also been
altered worldwide. We identiﬁed the major threats for the ﬂora and fauna to be altered
burial habits decreasing the area of grasslands, intensiﬁed management of the cemeteries
by frequent mowing and logging, the spontaneous and human-induced introduction of
invasive species and the overexploitation of natural resources present in cemeteries. As
conservation and spirituality is tightly interwoven in cemeteries, the preservation of these
refuges can be achieved by the reconstruction of their sacred spirituality, by raising the
attention of local populations for the natural values of these areas and also by speciﬁc,
focused management providing proper habitats for the natural ﬂora and fauna.
© 2019 The Authors. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC
BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).1. Introduction
During the last couple of centuries land use has changed considerably. Intensiﬁcation of agricultural practices, defores-
tation and urbanisation has led to a dramatic decrease of natural vegetation worldwide. This decrease has been especially
pronounced in the densely populated European continent, where the landscape has been cultivated since the Neolithic with
ever increasing intensities (Barbujani and Bertorelle, 2001). Loss of natural habitats has beenmost pronounced in areas where
soil conditions are favourable for agricultural crops. In such heavily transformed landscapes, small, relatively undisturbed
habitat patches have a particular conservation importance as they act as refuges for biodiversity (Saunders et al., 1991). Such
habitat patches are represented for example by deforestation boundaries (Schonewald-Cox, 1988), roadside verges (Cousins,niversity of Debrecen, Egyetem ter 1, H-4032, Debrecen, Hungary.
L€oki).
r B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.
V. L€oki et al. / Global Ecology and Conservation 18 (2019) e0061422006; Fekete et al., 2017), ﬁeld margins (Vickery et al., 2009) and abandonedmines (Shefferson et al., 2008) as well as ancient
earthworks (Suder, 2011), burial mounds (Deak et al., 2016, 2018; Valko et al., 2018), sacred groves and forests (Bhagwat and
Rutte, 2006; Brandt et al., 2013), cemeteries and graveyards (Barrett and Barrett, 2001).
Sacred natural sites with high biodiversity can be found all over theworld; sacred groves, sacred forests and church forests
are the most widespread among them. Nonetheless, sacred hills, caves and islands and water bodies connected with religious
beliefs like sacred rivers, lagoons and springs are also common on several continents (Verschuuren et al., 2010), and they also
serve as biodiversity refuges. Conventional cemeteries are the most common, appearing in signiﬁcant numbers worldwide,
and they usually are of large spatial extent (Rugg, 2000). However, more special burial practices and rituals also exist to date
(e.g. the Tibetan sky burial ceremony, where vultures consume the bodies; Martin, 1996). The number and type of burial
places in a given area is mainly dependent on the religion and the size of the local human population. For example, in the
steppe zone of Eurasia and in the contact areas of the forest-steppe zone, burial mounds (kurgans) often represent the last
guardians of steppe vegetation in eastern Europe, where intensive landscaping and agriculture dominates, eliminating most
of the natural steppe vegetation (Cremene et al., 2005; Moysiyenko et al., 2014; Sudnik-Wojcikowska and Moysiyenko, 2011).
According to Deak et al. (2016), kurgans still provide a variety of micro-habitats of different environmental conditions, which
allows for the presence also of sensitive and rare organisms.
The role of these sacred burial places in biodiversity conservation is further emphasised by the fact that most of themwere
established in ancient times, when the extension of natural habitats was continuous. Little is known, however, about the
inﬂuence of burial practices, management of cemeteries, religious identity and cultural background of these sacred places on
their role in biodiversity conservation. Therefore, here we aim to study these questions by means of reviewing the existing
literature of burial places.
The dead can be buried in different ways, mostly depending on the local cultural heritage. In the modern Christian culture,
burying the dead was only allowed on the lands surrounding the church, and this was the only burial method used by
Christians for centuries. As such, there are historic differences between graveyards and cemeteries. Graveyards were
considered to be part of the churchyard (“churchyards are often small tracts of burial land owned by and located close to the
Church and used over centuries'; Rugg, 2000), while cemeteries are ‘burial grounds, especially a large landscaped park or ground
laid out expressly for the deposition or interment of the dead, not being a churchyard attached to a place of worship” (Rugg, 2000).
According to Curl (1999), … cemeteries “often larger in scale and predominantly owned by secular authorities - have been in
common use only since the 19th century”. Cemeteries are generally located close to, but not necessarily within the settlements,
depending on the local cultural traditions; however, Muslim cemeteries are often located quite far from the settlements
(Sagona, 2006).
It recently became recognised that sacred burial places are key in conserving natural vegetation in their area (Barrett and
Barrett, 2001). Cemeteries often encompass large habitat patches, which are characterised by low intensity land use and
generally remain unaffected by most land use practices in the surrounding area. Cemeteries therefore are “islands” of natural
vegetation in close proximity of urban areas, often harbouring rare and endangered plant species. The key importance of
cemeteries in nature conservation is therefore nowadays unquestionable (Bhagwat, 2009).
Numerous countries have recognised the nature conservation and cultural importance of cemeteries and churchyards in
recent decades (Laske, 1994; Dudley et al., 2010). Most burial sites were created in times when the landscape was extensively
cultivated, and theywere traditionally respected for piety reasons. Even today these burial sites are largely exempt from forest
and agricultural utilisation. The natural values of burial places have been ignored for centuries, but as recently revealed,
cemeteries and churchyards can be guardians of intact habitat patches in the landscape, and they also have a signiﬁcant,
underestimated role in conserving natural values with special needs (e.g. Trewhella et al., 2005; L€oki et al., 2015). Whereas
several studies have been carried out to reveal the cultural and archaeological values of burial places, their natural values are
still understudied despite a recent increase in research interest (Verschuuren et al., 2010). Based on topical studies (Molnar V.
et al. 2017a, Verschuuren et al., 2010), signiﬁcant differences in the conservation role of cemeteries and churchyards can be
found depending on location, land use, biogeography and cultural traditions; therefore, thematic examinations of cemeteries
in different regions would be timely in order to reveal which cemeteries have the most prominent role in conserving
biodiversity. In this paper we aimed to (i) review the most widely studied taxa that have been in the research focus so far, (ii)
identify regions in which cemeteries have an important conservation role, (iii) reveal knowledge gaps regarding the ﬁrst two
study questions, (iv) review the main threats for the wildlife of burial places and (v) evaluate the most appropriate man-
agement methods for conserving the biodiversity of burial sites based on the results of available studies.
2. Materials and methods
We searched for articles on the role of cemeteries and churchyards in biodiversity conservation. Our review therefore
focuses exclusively on cemeteries and churchyards with special attention to their conservation values; other sacred sites with
similar burial functions (e.g. sacred groves, church forests) are not considered. We performed three literature searches using
Google Scholar. First, we used the keywords ‘conservation’ AND ‘cemetery’OR ‘graveyard’, which returned 55,000 hits (papers
published beforeMarch 2018). Second, we performed two further searches using the keywords ‘cemetery’ AND ‘conservation’
(second search; 15,200 hits) and ‘graveyard’ AND ‘conservation’ (third search; 6330 hits), respectively. From each of the three
searches, the ﬁrst 1000 papers were screened by title and abstract (altogether 3000 papers). In total, 97 papers were found to
be relevant for our review. After studying the abstracts of studies chosen by their relevant titles, 31 papers were discarded
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studies. Thus we reviewed the results of a total of 97 papers in the present study. In spite of our extended literature search,
there might be further information in non-electronic sources or in languages other than English, which we could not include
in our review. We used the nomenclature of Plant List for all referred plant, and CABI for all referred animal taxa. We
considered an alien species as invasive, if it was consequently referred on this term throughout the reviewed paper.
3. Results and discussion
3.1. Number of available studies and geographic distribution
Studies were from 22 countries in ﬁve continents (Fig. 1). Most of the available case studies (excluding reviews) focused on
Asia or Europe (63), while other continents were represented by 28 studies. 34 papers (38%) were from Europe, 29 papers
(33%) from Asia, 15 studies (17%) from North America, 10 (10%) from Australia and New Zealand, and 3 (2%) from Africa. None
of the reviewed papers provided any data from South America (Fig. 1). Nowadays the traditional use of churchyards for burial
purposes is mainly a characteristic of Anglo-Saxon regions (UK, US); elsewhere, cemeteries are widespread (Rugg, 2000).
According to Rugg (2000), cemeteries are generally 4e6 ha in size, and their area is often expanded; based on our own data,
cemeteries in Europe are generally smaller (Electronic appendix Table E3).
In total, 20 papers were about the ﬂora and vegetation of cemeteries and graveyards in the EUCGC, while we found only 11
papers on their fauna. Most cemetery-related research (18) comes from Turkey. Most of the papers concentrate on a bounded
region, and totally four papers (Tryjanowski et al., 2017; Molnar V. et al. 2017b; Morelli et al. 2018a; Morelli et al. 2018b)
provides a multi-country approach (Electronic appendix, Table E1). In addition, a total of ﬁve policy papers were found.
The topic is likely to become even more popular in the future, partly because of the recent popularity of cemeteries'
wildlife research (the number of Google Scholar search results for ‘graveyard’ OR cemetery AND ‘conservation’ grew
continuously between 1970 and 2000), partly because researches on urban environment are globally increasing.
3.2. Role of cemeteries in conserving wildlife and number of (protected) organisms
In the reviewed papers, the authors studied 1e631 cemeteries. While in the late 1980s and early 1990s the attention of
researchers was mainly directed to the ﬂora, cemeteries have been known as bird refugia for decades; one of the ﬁrst papers
on this subject was already published in 1915 (Pearson, 1915). Cemeteries are known to be important refuges for lichens
(Hawksworth and McManus, 1989), mosses (Fudali, 2001), rare mushrooms (Brown et al., 2006), rare and endangered plant
species (Sigiel-Dopierala and Jagodzinski, 2011; Molnar V. et al. 2017b), rare herbs used for ethno-medicinal purposes (Dafni
et al., 2006; Hadi et al., 2014), trees that are signiﬁcantly older than those in the surrounding areas (Gao et al., 2013; Preston,
1972), nesting birds (Kocian et al., 2003; Lussenhop, 1977) bats (Trewhella et al., 2005) and mammals (Canady andMosanský,
2017). In the reviewed studies, a total of 140 protected species were found in cemeteries and graveyards. In 16 of these papers,
70 protected plants and 49 protected animals were identiﬁed (Electronic appendix, Table E2).
3.3. Flora of cemeteries
Studies on the ﬂora of cemeteries are often strongly biased: Eleven papers provided information on orchids, which can also
be considered to be umbrella species in biodiversity researches (Box 1).
Within Europe, the ﬂora of cemeteries has been best studied in Poland. Several descriptive papers discussing the species
composition are available from this country: Fudali (2001) studied the bryophyte ﬂora of cemeteries in Wrocław, while
Czarna and Piskorz (2005), Sigiel-Dopierala and Jagodzinski (2011), Trzaskowska and Karczmarz (2013) and Czarna (2016)
found hundreds of vascular plant species in old cemeteries of Zakopane, the Drawsko Landscape Park area, Lublin and
Poznan. Antkowiak and Heine (2005) studied the dendroﬂora of 47 historic cemeteries in the Koło district, while Sudnik-
Wojcikowska and Galera (2005) compared four sites of anthropogenic habitats (the tram-line network, habitats in the
area of the Palace of Culture and Science, three botanical gardens and a total of 24 cemeteries) in Warsaw. The latter authors
found the largest number of plant species in the three botanical gardens (675), followed by cemeteries (585), the tram-line
network (213) and the Palace of Culture and Science, where 111 species were present.
Silc (2009), who examined the vegetation of a cemetery in Ljubljana (Slovenia), found that disturbances are frequent and
intensive and that the vegetation is unique, highly diversiﬁed and extremely thermophilous. Kowarik and his co-authors
(Kowarik et al. 2011, 2016; Buchholz et al., 2016) made the most thorough evaluation of a single cemetery and found 363
vascular plants, 72 lichens and 26 bryophytes in the largest Jewish cemetery of Berlin, Germany, encompassing 10 protected
plant species.
Cemeteries of North America (as well as some countries of Asia) are among the most intensively studied cemeteries in the
world. Researchers documented more than 50 years ago that in the central areas of North America, cemeteries can preserve
patches of tallgrass prairie remnants (Shelford, 1963). This is especially important because the tallgrass prairie is one of the
most endangered grassland habitat types in the world (Wright and Wright, 1948; Anderson, 2006). Could (1941) recorded a
total of 23 species characteristic for tallgrass prairie, including rare prairie plants like Eryngium yuccifolium, in a cemetery.
Phillippe et al. (2010) studied the vascular plants of the Short Pioneer Cemetery Prairie Nature Preserve (Illinois, US) and
Fig. 1. Number and geographic distribution of reviewed studies.
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total of 137 vascular plant species and noted that at least 15 species had disappeared from the area since 1977. They suggest
that one of the possible causes for species decline is the small extension of the area (0.5 ha). Anderson et al. (2011) surveyed 6
cemeteries in Illinois; he noticed that while formerly the tallgrass prairie had covered near 60% of Illinois, only 0.01% of their
original stands remained intact. He also considered that the small remnant habitat patches, though unsuitable for large
mammals or birds, can still support a high ﬂoral diversity (see also Ellis, 2008). Ruch et al. (2014) studied three cemeteries in
Indiana, which contained prairie habitat patches. The authors found a total of 184 plant species, of which 75%were native. The
authors identiﬁed 46 non-native species, of which 29 belonged to the family of sedges (Cyperaceae).
Similar studies are reported from Australia: According to Prober and Thiele (1995), numerous native species are present in
Australian cemeteries, such as the rare Eucalyptus albens. Morgan (1999) considered cemeteries to be the most important
habitats of a rare plant, Rutidosis leptorhynchoides (Asteraceae). Although sometimes the last viable populations of sensitive
organisms are present in cemeteries, the species composition can signiﬁcantly differ from natural habitats. Loneragan (1975),
who studied the ecology of aWest Australian graveyard (Gingin), analysed how special circumstances of cemeteries affect the
ﬂoral composition. The author suggests that the species compositions of cemetery habitats differ from the natural grasslands,
as many disturbance-tolerant species are present due to the permanent establishment of graves. Prober and Thiele (1995) also
stated that in cemeteries where Eucalyptus albens occur, the plant species numbers decreasewith increasing grazing intensity.
In the Far and Middle East, cemeteries harbour numerous plant species with signiﬁcant medicinal or ethnobotanical value
to the locals (Shah et al., 2016; Hadi et al., 2014; Dafni et al., 2006). The most representative study was conducted by Rahman
et al. (2008), who studied herbs of three cemeteries in Rajshahi, Bangladesh. They identiﬁed a total of 49 plant species
growing in cemeteries that are regularly used by the local people to treat various diseases. The authors also highlight the
presence of six species that are extremely rare in the surrounding areas. Although the age of cemeteries was not evaluated in
these studies, the role of ancient cemeteries in conserving biodiversity is presumably high: in a recent study, Kamran et al.
(2019) found that older graveyards with higher soil nutrient, calcium andmagnesium content has higher number of indicator
plant species, and have higher plant diversity in Bannu district, Pakistan. In Turkey, Kırmacı and Agcagil (2009) studied the
moss ﬂora of urban territories and found 21 of the 123 bryophyte species identiﬁed in their study in two cemeteries. Uslu
(2010) drew attention to the importance of an abandoned cemetery in Ankara for its value as a green area within a highly
urbanised region. Yılmaz et al. (2018) also stressed the unique role of cemeteries in biodiversity conservation within urban
habitats. The authors found 280 vascular plants in a cemetery within Istanbul. This ﬁgure is especially impressive given that
Box 1
Presence of orchids in cemeteries
During the last decades it has become common knowledge that several orchids are able to populate anthropo-
genically influenced, partially confined habitats such as mines (Jurkiewicz et al., 2001; Shefferson et al., 2008),
poplar plantations (Adamowski and Conti, 1991), road verges (Rai et al., 2010) and cemeteries. More than forty years
ago, Tony Price reported several terrestrial orchid genera (Diuris, Microtis and Thelymitra) from the cemetery of
Auburn (Australia) at 1979 (Hewitt, 2013). Plumwood (2007) reported the orchids Diuris aurea, Diuris sulphurea and
Diuris punctata from the cemetery of Major's Creek (Australia). Hoey and Lunt (2003) reported the rare orchid
Prasophyllum correctum from several cemeteries in Australia. In Europe, Kowarik et al. (2016) reported the broad-
leaved helleborine (Epipactis helleborine) in their study about the wildlife of the largest Jewish cemetery in Berlin. In
Turkey, at least 8 studies and a book reported some orchid species from different cemeteries (Arslan et al., 2012;
Kreutz and Peter, 2007; Kreutz 2010, 2013; Kreutz and C¸olak, 2009; Kreutz and Kru¨ger, 2014; Baumgartner et al., 2016;
L€oki et al., 2015, 2019). In a comprehensive field survey of Turkish cemeteries, L€oki et al. (2015) found orchids in 208
out of 300 surveyed cemeteries, pointing out that almost half of the Turkish orchid flora was also detected in
cemeteries. In the cemeteries of the Carpathian Basin, 26 orchid species were found (Molnar V. et al., unpublished).
All in all, we can state with confidence that orchids regularly appear in cemeteries throughout Europe (L€oki et al.,
unpublished). Although the topic requires further studies, field observations indicate that beyond geographic and
climatic factors, cultural characteristics can also be important drivers of the orchid species composition in ceme-
teries. Molnar. et al. (2017a) compared the orchid flora of Muslim, Christian and mixed religion cemeteries in
Albania and found 29 orchid species (35% of the Albanian orchid flora) in the studied 166 cemeteries. They also
found that Muslim cemeteries harboured more orchid species and individuals (mean number of species: 1.57;
n¼ 85) than Christian cemeteries (0.67; n¼ 50) ormixed religion cemeteries (1.54; n¼ 21). The difference is probably
due to different management methods based on religious traditions, as Muslim cemeteries are usually less
intensively managed (Champion et al., 1965). Examples of western European countries suggest that the habitat
management is probably more intensive in economically well-developed countries (Plumwood, 2007).
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encompasses 5.5% of its ﬂora.
Contrary to plants, very little is known about the mycobiota of cemeteries and churchyards. Fortey (2000) indicated the
presence of 14 rare mushroom species in the churchyards of Oxfordshire. His article suggests that burial places might
represent refuges not only for plants, but also for other life forms, and therefore deserve further scientiﬁc and conservation
attention.3.4. Fauna of cemeteries
Numerous animal species can be encountered at various burial places, including both vertebrates and invertebrates.
Nonetheless, little is known about the importance of these habitat patches for animals, and the available geographical and
historic information is very limited. Within Asia, a study highlighted the presence of 87 beetle species belonging to 13 orders
in a small cemetery (3 ha) in Turkey, including several species that are rare or endangered in Europe (Atay et al., 2012). The
Orthoptera fauna appears to be similarly rich in cemeteries. Tan (2012) and Tan et al. (2013) examined this group in the
Bidadari and Bukit Brown cemeteries and compared it to the Orthoptera fauna of the Central Catchment Nature Conservation
Area in Singapore. They found the cemeteries to host a more diverse Orthoptera fauna than the surrounding natural habitats.
€Orstan and K€osemen (2009) found ten snail species in an old Jewish cemetery in Istanbul (Turkey), which is considered to be a
high diversity of snails in such a small area. The authors found that among the detected species, Helix pomacellawas the rarest
in urban environments. This species reportedly also occurred in an ancient Greek cemetery in Istanbul (€Orstan, 2004). The
authors emphasise the importance of cemeteries for snails, a group that has been signiﬁcantly compromised by habitat loss
recently.
The bird life of the last green areas of Manila, including two military cemeteries, was studied by Vallejo et al. (2009). The
authors report a total of 70 bird species in eight sampling sites, of which 30 were present in the two sampled cemeteries.
According to the authors, it is important to note that even though hunting has a long history in the Philippines, such activity is
culturally unacceptable in cemeteries, which adds to their importance in providing protection for wildlife. In North America,
22 bird species were reported from 10 cemeteries in Chicago (Lussenhop, 1977). Although the vegetation did not differ
signiﬁcantly between these cemeteries and their surrounding areas, the number of detected bird species was higher in the
cemeteries than outside, presumably because the neighbouring habitats around the cemeteries were, based on the authors’
observations, patchy on amore local scale (<25 ha). In cemeteries where the number of nesting sites appeared to be limited or
inappropriate, the bird species nested in adjacent areas, but regularly visited the cemeteries for feeding. Recently, Bovyn et al.
(2019) compared the natural and excavated cavities of trees between urban parks and cemeteries in Illinois, USA. These
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agement practices. They found that cemeteries maintain 3.4 times as many woodpecker-excavated cavities then urban parks.
Trees in cemeteries tended to be larger andmore decayed and havemore excavated cavities in cemeteries than those in parks,
therefore cemeteries have the potential to be refuges for primary and secondary cavity nesters and maintain more diverse
bird population.
In Europe, Kocian et al. (2003) studied nesting birds in three cemeteries of Bratislava (Slovakia) for a period of three years.
A total of 33 nesting bird species were found, of which 9 were regularly breeding in the studied cemeteries. The latter study
also emphasises that the position of the cemetery within the settlement, its age and its area as well as the structure and age of
its vegetation all inﬂuence the prevalence of nesting birds.With increasing fragmentation of the habitats within the cemetery,
the number of nesting bird species clearly increased. Most birds nested in the smallest, most isolated cemeteries due to the
heterogeneity of their vegetation (Kocian et al., 2003). The authors also quote a number of studies listing bird species pre-
viously not known to nest in Slovakian cemeteries and urban parks (based on the works of Biadun (1994) and Luniak (1981)).
The role of churchyards was also investigated in conserving birds in southern Poland: 68 bird species were found around a
total of 101 churches (Skorka et al., 2018).
One of the most comprehensive studies on cemeteries was conducted on one of the largest Jewish cemeteries of Europe,
the 39.2 ha cemetery in Weibensee, Berlin, where the wildlife was studied for several years (Kowarik et al. 2011, 2016;
Buchholz et al., 2016). A total of 34 species of birds, 5 bats, 39 ground beetles, 5 harvestmen and 64 other spider species were
detected here, including 3 arthropod, 9 bird, and 5 bat species protected by law. The authors of the study, which was the ﬁrst
attempt to overview the complete wildlife of an urban burial ground, encourage other researchers to carry out more similar,
comprehensive surveys.
4. Factors endangering the wildlife of cemeteries
4.1. Ornamental plants
Herbaceous ornamental plants are widely planted in cemeteries. Evergreen species (e.g. cypress (Cupressus sempervirens)
and box (Buxus spp.)) are cultivated in cemeteries in many cultures as they symbolise the non-terrestrial inheritance (Sabo
et al. 2010; Rebancos and Buot Jr. 2007). In contrast, however, cemeteries of Tunisia completely lack ornamental plants
(Brandes, 2011). Furthermore, Palacz (1996) reports that the tradition of planting ornamental plants is completely absent
from the Jewish culture and rituals in Poland. The fact that the Jewish culture mostly lacks ornamental plants in cemeteries is
also supported by the study of Czarna and Nowinska (2010), who found no ornamental plants in four surveyed Jewish
cemeteries.
Most ornamental plants are not necessarily invasive, and most of them can not alter the dominant vegetation, but
sometimes in certain regions they transform the habitat structure. Alien woody species, for example, often dominate the
landscape of the cemetery for decades. We suggest that lack of ornamental plants can result in a more natural and diverse
vegetation in cemeteries, and given that ornamental plants are often cultivated in certain religions, and their percentage of
the cemetery's ﬂora is sometimes high, the potential of plant invasions is also a high risk in these habitat patches. In these
conditions, many sensitive native species are unable to compete with successful non-native plants (McBarron et al., 1988;
Rutkovska et al., 2011).
4.2. Invasive species
Numerous researches focusing on the alien ﬂora of urban environments indicate that invasive plants are usually changing
the structure of habitats and represent strong competitors for both common and rare native species (Alpert et al., 2000). The
proportion of alien species is exceptionally high in some studied sites: 70% of 1166 species found in 61 gardens in the United
Kingdom (Smith et al., 2006), ~75% of Trabzon's (Turkey) urban ﬂora (Acar et al., 2007) and 77% of the 1834 plant species
detected in 174 urban areas of the Czech Republic (Pergl et al., 2016). Cemeteries found to be the source of alien moss invasion
in New Zealand (Essl et al., 2014); therefore, it is highly presumable that in urban environments the potential for plants to
become invasive and spread is higher than in any other environment.
The ﬂoristic composition of 17 cemeteries in Campbelltown, South West Sydney, Australia, included only 193 native plant
species from a total of 505 species detected (McBarron et al., 1988). A similar proportion of alien species was observed in the
case of vascular plant species in four cemeteries in the countryside of New SouthWales, Australia (Semple et al., 2009). These
studies conclude that cemeteries with moderate habitat disturbance might better conserve the original vegetation, which
might also at least partially explain the low proportion of alien species. Regularly mown cemeteries, on the other hand, were
muchmore homogeneous and harbouredmore alien species than those that were rarely mown or not mown at all (McBarron
et al., 1988). Prober and Thiele (1995) studied the last remnants of the rare Eucalyptus albens in Australian cemeteries. They
found that after removing the eucalyptus groves, the number of alien species increased in these cemeteries. Similar trends can
be observed in Europe: The ﬂora of two cemeteries in Thessaloniki, Greece, encompassed 17 and 24 alien species, respectively,
from a total of 62 species detected at the two surveyed sites (Krigas and Kokkini, 2004). Trzaskowska and Karczmarz (2013)
found alien species (Solidago canadensis, Fallopia japonica, Erigeron annuus, Erigeron canadensis) in 4 out of 7 evaluated
cemeteries of Lublin (Poland). A total of 49 invasive plants were observed in 10 cemeteries in Daugavpils (Latvia), with Spiraea
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there is a strong positive correlation between the number of invasive taxa and the area of the cemetery, while the age and
religious afﬁliation of the cemeteries had no effect on the number of species. The authors suggest that invasive plants occupy
newniches and displace the local plant species. Although the articles reviewed by us did not provide detailed coverage data of
the invasive plants, we conclude that adventive invasive plants are able to transform the cemeteries' landscape in certain
cases, and endanger the native ﬂora in the cemeteries of Central Europe. The patterns reported by the reviewed articles
suggest that invasion of alien plant species might pose a considerable threat for the habitats preserved by the cemeteries by
transforming the cemeteries’ landscape in certain cases, and endanger their native ﬂora.
Until today, no thematic surveys for invasive animal species has been conducted in cemeteries. However, some species
were occasionally observed from different regions of the world, including four alien snails from Riga, Latvia (Steffek et al.,
2008).
4.3. Intensiﬁed management of cemeteries
New, intensiﬁedmanagementmethods of urban environments have recently become favoured inwestern societies, which
are mostly unfavourable for the natural habitat patches of cemeteries. Ignatieva et al. (2015) reports about the frequent lawn
mowing in urban communities of the Western world, which has become one of the main indicators of a well looked-after
urban green area. North American communities also favour cemeteries with extremely low and often mowed grass, and
they consider the last remaining tallgrass prairie patches ‘untreated’ and ‘neglected’ (Moorehouse and Hassen, 2004).
Hamilton (2008) even made explicit suggestions about cemetery management in Charleston (United States), recommending
e.g. the removal of trees that are known to grow large ‘before they begin to cause problems’.
Burial traditions have also changed in the past decades: Stowe et al. (2001) reminds us that in former times only natural
materials were used in funerals and cremations, whereas today cemeteries use various artiﬁcial objects containing heavy
metals, varnishes, sealants, preservatives and toxins, which all contaminate the environment. Exact consequences of using
high amounts of speciﬁc burial chemicals in cemeteries are largely unknown, but their negative effect on wildlife is highly
presumable. In order to moderate the emission of special chemicals used in cemeteries, for instance, it was suggested to use
peat for horticulture in cemeteries instead of artiﬁcial fertilisers and to implement ‘green’ funerals (burials free of chemicals
and other modern funeral supplies), which would result in a much lower ecological footprint. Holden andMcDonald-Madden
(2017) also vote on green funerals with a low ecological footprint after reviewing the available literature on the natural values
of cemeteries.
4.4. Fading taboos, religious beliefs and ecological knowledge
Taboos, customs, superstitions and other cultural heritages often used to protect the environment of burial places in many
countries. The afterlife and the corresponding rituals were associated with a respectful (and perhaps partly fearful) behaviour
in the customs of the human kind for thousands of years. Faith has a signiﬁcant defending role of sacred places and of religious
objects and therefore is directly linked to landscapes. However, religious taboos and rituals associated with cemeteries have
begun to disappear in many places around the world (Haught, 2010). Moreover, the once commonplace ecological knowledge
is also fading in both urban and rural communities worldwide, with broad ‘progressive’ developments taking over instead
(Verschuuren et al., 2010).
Sustaining ecological knowledge in the local population can lead to the successful conservation of various organisms in the
long run, as plant species that people know and use in different ways will also be treated with special attention by them. For
instance, researchers found the rare orchid Orchis punctulata in the cemetery of Kadılar by relying on the ecological
knowledge of locals from Antalya (Turkey) (Molnar V. et al. 2017c). This orchid species is, among others, traditionally used for
culinary purposes (‘salep’, a sweet delight used in a few countries in Europe and Asia Minor, cf. below in “Other threatening
factors”). In this case, even a rare orchid could maintain sustainable populations despite the occasional collection of tubers in
Turkish cemeteries (Molnar V. et al. 2017d). On the other hand, the ecological knowledge of Turkish salep collectors can help
botanists and conservationists to ﬁnd new sites of rare, endangered orchid populations.
4.5. Other threatening factors
It was assumed that some of the distinctive elements of vegetation and wildlife could survive in undisturbed cemeteries
because regular collecting activity is less intense in these places due to piety reasons. Contrary to this general assumption,
orchids found in cemeteries of Turkey are sometimes harvested and used for culinary purposes. Turkey is particularly
problematic for the intense harvesting of tubers used for the production of traditional Turkish ice cream (‘salepi dondurma’)
and a hot beverage (‘salep’). It was estimated that 1 kg of dried salep requires approximately 1000e4350 orchid specimens to
be harvested and therefore killed. Based on Turkey's estimated annual collection of tubers it is believed that at least 10e20
million (Kasparek and Grimm, 1999) or 30e40 million (Sezik, 2002) orchid specimens are killed annually. A study investi-
gating the salep harvesting activity in Turkish cemeteries reported traces of digging in 14 out of 455 surveyed cemeteries
(Molnar V. et al. 2017d). This study estimated that 530 individuals belonging to 17 species were collected as salep in the
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assume that cemeteries still provide protection from the collection activity because of their special socio-cultural role.5. Summary and suggestions for further research
5.1. Present studies and knowledge gaps
The literature on the role of cemeteries and churchyards in biodiversity conservation has grown signiﬁcantly over the last
decade. The main ﬁndings of these key relevant studies are the following: (1) Studies of the natural values of burial places are
largely conducted in industrialised countries and in some other regions of the world that are studied for speciﬁc reasons; thus
the publications available to date are geographically highly biased. For instance, Hadi et al. (2014) and Shah et al. (2016) made
important studies on the indigenous medicinal ﬂora in cemeteries of Pakistan, while Could (1941), Shelford (1963) and
Anderson et al. (2011) investigated the last tallgrass prairie remnants found in cemeteries of states with intensive agriculture
in the United States. We suggest that in countries with highly transformed landscapes, it is crucial that the attention of re-
searchers turns to the special habitat patches of cemeteries. On the other hand, we believe that in countries with less
drastically changed landscapes, the local role and signiﬁcance of cemeteries has not been assessed yet, probably because of
the higher number of natural habitats in these countries. (2) Based on the reviewed papers, researchers of the papers found by
using the keywords explained in “Materials andmethods” havemainly studied prominent, easily detectable animal and plant
species of cemeteries. Although some of these species work well as ecosystem health indicators, cemeteries should be
subjects of more comprehensive surveys, covering multiple phyla and examining them on a wider geographic aspect, with
respect to the island biogeography of urban environments in further studies. (3) In general, fewer studies have evaluated the
fauna and the mycobiota than the ﬂora of cemeteries: This review comprises 66 surveys of the ﬂora and vegetation, but only
11 of the fauna and just one of the mycobiota (Table 1). (4) Most authors of reviewed papers surveyed cemeteries only once, at
one time of the year, so that plants that are blooming earlier or later or animals with no activity in certain parts of the year
could have remained hidden during these surveys; therefore, thematic researches with a broader time scale could more
effectively evaluate the natural values of cemeteries. (5) It remains largely unknown how geographical, environmental and
management characteristics of cemeteries affect their biodiversity. Only a few thematic comparative studies (e.g. Dafni et al.,
2006; L€oki et al., 2015; Molnar V. et al. 2017a, b, d, Morelli et al. 2018a, b), and reviews (e.g. Bhagwat and Rutte, 2006; Deak
et al., 2016) have been conducted on this topic. (6) Another important issue for further detailed analyses is how wildlife is
capable to adapt to changed circumstances in urban environments. Duncan et al. (2011) tried to answer this question by
analysing 11 functional traits of plants. They found that in countries where plant extinction rates are high, short-statured,
small-seeded plants are more likely to become locally extinct. According to Molnar V. et al. (2018), the location of the
photosynthetically active organs and the phenology of plants can also be key factors for the survival in cemeteries. They
evaluated the occurrences and the reproductive success of a rare dry grassland specialist plant, Sternbergia colchiciﬂora, which
has been known from cemeteries of the Pannonian Basin (Central Europe) for centuries. They found that cemeteries provide
proper habitat conditions and act as grassland refuge for the species. This is probably mainly possible due to the peculiar
phenology and the small stature of this species. Firstly, it is characteristic for the annual life cycle of the plant to develop its
aboveground organs out of themainmowing season (from September toMay). Secondly, due to its small stature, the plant has
a high chance not to be damaged by motorised mowing. Thirdly, the species can tolerate a partial loss of its assimilation
surface (e.g. leaves) and thus generate mature fruits even if it has been damaged by mowing. Following this relevant and
promising studies, it would be timely and important to study the relationship between plant functional traits and their
survival rates in burial sites.5.2. Cemeteries as small habitat islands and the ecological trap effect
(7) There are currently no studies that would quantify the biotic diversity at the landscape level (Barrett and Barrett, 2001).
Additional researches in the subject would be timely since large biodiversity clearly exists in cemeteries, but their importance
at larger scales is unclear. Moreover, cemeteries might also act as ecological traps for certain living organisms in a highly
fragmented landscape, but whether this is actually the case or not remains to be clariﬁed. Another human-inﬂuenced habitat
type, namely roadside verges, has been proven to act as an ecological trap: A research on three orchid species (Himanto-
glossum spp.) studied in eight European countries (Fekete et al., 2017) revealed that the direct proximity to roads has a
negative impact on the reproductive success. This result indicates that roadside verges are habitats that are suitable for
survival, but unfavourable for reproduction, and thus ecological traps. The authors suggest that moderate mowing of the
verges (which suppresses woody vegetation) may increase the chance of establishment and survival of ﬂowering plants. As
they are both anthropogenically inﬂuenced habitats with similar habitat conditions, probably can be set in parallel and ap-
plies to cemeteries as well, and habitats maintained by timely and appropriate mowing may in general be favourable to
certain organisms of burial sites.
Although the small islands of cemeteries might not necessarily act as ecological traps, man-made constructions, so also
cemeteries often distract certain organisms: Horvath et al. (2007) observed that black gravestones attracted ﬁve species of
dragonﬂies in cemeteries, and the insects showed the same behaviour in front of the graves as they would near water. The
Table 1
Studied organisms listed in the reviewed papers. The ﬁgures in parentheses represent the number of studies available for a given country.
Organism Country
Beetles Turkey (1)
Orthoptera Singapore (1) United Kingdom (1)
Dragonﬂies Hungary (1)
Snails Turkey (1) Latvia (1)
Birds Philippines (1) Slovakia (2) United States (1) Poland (1) Multi country (3)
Lichens United Kingdom (1)
Mycobiota United Kingdom (1)
Bryophtyes Poland (1) Turkey (1) New Zealand (1)
Single plant species Turkey (1) United States (1) Australia (2)
Medicinal & aromatic plants Israel (1) Pakistan (1) Poland (1)
Orchids Albania (1) Australia (1) Turkey (9)
Alien vascular plants Greece (1) Poland (2) Romania (1) United States (1)
Vascular plants Australia (6) Hungary (2) India (1) Morocco (1) Pakistan (1)
Vascular plants Poland (8) Tunisia (1) Turkey (1) United States (8)
Phytosociology/Vegetation Pakistan (2) Slovenia (1) Turkey (1) United States (1)
Multi-taxon Germany (2)
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traps for dragonﬂies.
5.3. Perspectives for conservation
(8) Cemeteries are usually discrete, small-scale habitats, but as this review highlights, they are often of signiﬁcant value in
guarding different organisms, so theymight even function as ‘stepping stones’ for many species. Several surveys have studied
the role of disjoint habitats in the migration of different animal species between populations (e.g. Breckheimer et al., 2014).
(9) One of the main conclusions of the reviewed studies is that in order to preserve the natural values of sacred burial places,
in certain cases the effort should focus on restoring the religious devotion and the traditional lifestyle of the local population.
Therefore, all local customs and rituals should be retained and supported by the policy makers. The signiﬁcant biodiversity at
sacred burial grounds documented worldwide highlights the importance of customs in maintaining elements of the land-
scape for centuries, while currently their existence is largely threatened by changing demands of the modern world. Ac-
cording to Dudley et al. (2009), the various holy places are the oldest effective ‘institutions’ for the protection of habitats. They
suggest that there are many cemeteries, sacred groves etc. within areas protected by law, but most sacred habitats around the
world are forming a largely unrecognised network of habitats ‘in shadow’. However, sometimes they function even better for
wildlife conservation than some legally protected areas. Therefore, the initiative of Teklehaimanot et al. (2001), whose main
goal was (besides the in or ex situ conservation of the remaining 50 churchyard fragments with high biodiversity in Central
and Northern Highland regions of Ethiopia) that the ‘Biodiversity conservation of ancient church and monastery yards in
Ethiopia’ should be highly regarded. Also, according to D’Alessandro (2010), the ‘Short Pioneer Cemetery Prairie’ in the state of
Illinois could survive for centuries because the respect for the historic cemetery was stronger than mining interests. Note,
however, that the author also emphasises that this is not always true, i.e., local people can also be motivated by the ﬁnancial
support of the economically interested persons to exploit a given natural value.
(10) It is suggested that active conservation intervention in natural burial sites should only take place if the protection of
the site cannot be ensured otherwise, e.g. when a change in religious values results in a discontinuation of traditional habitat
management methods. This strategy is also favourable in view of the limited capacity of policy makers to manage conser-
vation issues. An alternative proposition was made by Mallarach and Papayannis (2010): Where appropriate and justiﬁed,
paid caretakers could continue the desired integrated management practices in cemeteries, churchyards and other sacred
places.
5.4. Management of cemeteries
(11) Almost all publications listed in this review discussing the threatening factors that directly or indirectly affect
cemeteries and churchyards suggest that traditional managementmethods should be favoured for themaintenance of natural
values of cemeteries, while religious traditions and beliefs also help to protect them. However, studies on the direct effect of
management practices on natural values of cemeteries are completely missing (Barrett and Barrett, 2001), and knowledge of
indirect effects is strongly limited (Molnar V. et al. 2017a).
Nowadays, the prevalence and intensity of human activities and constructions that reduce the size of the various green
areas in cemeteries are increasing worldwide (e.g. Cooper, 1995; Hamilton, 2008; Hewitt, 2013). Probably a gentler and more
appropriate management of cemeteries, with special emphasis on the needs of various organisms (e.g. proper lawnmowers
(Molnar V. et al., 2018), manual and electric mowing at regular intervals (Anderson et al., 2011), shrub removal only in
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insects (Atay et al., 2012) etc.), would result in higher biodiversity in the long run. For example, Baker (2005) suggests that a
diverse churchyard surveyed in Shropshire should bemanaged as a haymeadow by cutting the grass only once or twice a year
in the late summer. Her recommendation is further supported by the study of Gardiner et al. (2011), who reported two
grasshopper species to be present in higher abundances in churchyards of Essex, England, than in short grasslands nearby.
According to McBarron et al. (1988), mulching in the cemetery of Liverpool, Australia, should be limited in order to maintain
the natural conditions, while themild and controlled application of ﬁre instead of using herbicides is considered to be suitable
to control the weeds. Unfortunately, renunciation of these management methods seems incompatible with some of modern
society's needs. Althoughmaintaining the natural habitat patches is essential, occasional pruning of woody vegetation should
also be conducted in certain regions (Frosch et al., 2016). The latter authors studied the vegetation and ﬂora in 86 holy places
(including cemeteries) in northern Morocco. The most valuable plant species were associated with the presence of woody
vegetation or a partial or even total absence of grazing; however, only 20% of the surveyed sites were closed forests. Also, in
two studies from Europe (Tryjanowski et al., 2017; Morelli et al., 2018b), it was found that bird species richness positively
correlated with site area, tree coverage and age of trees in cemeteries; moreover, several bird species often recognised as
urban avoiders can be detected in cemeteries.
(12) Local people should consider substituting non-native ornamental plants, especially thosewith invasive tendencies, by
unharmful, preferably native species. According to researchers, it would be worth considering the exclusive use of native
species and the omission of non-native ornamental plants in order to protect the natural values of burial places. This might
favour to the natural species composition of cemeteries, which can change relatively fast as time goes by: Hewitt (2013)
revisited two cemeteries previously surveyed by Tony Price at 1979 in Australia, to examine the condition of the vegeta-
tion of the sites. He concluded that the proportion of alien species had increased over time, but the boundaries of the natural
habitat patches remained unchanged. It is also important to mention that obviously clearing a territory of invasive species
promises partial or full regeneration of the original habitat in the case of cemeteries. For instance, removal of the invasive
Lonicera maackii from an old cemetery in central Kentucky resulted in a rapid recolonisation of the habitat by annual and
perennial native plant species (Thompson and Poindexter, 2011).
(13) There are also extreme suggestions of appropriate management methods, also indicating that burial places are special
habitats with sometimes special habitat needs. For instance, Ruch et al. (2014) recommended that based on the requirements
of prairie plants, the use of periodically constructed (controlled) ﬁres is necessary to further maintain the species composition
and structure of the area. It is obvious that for the vast majority of the human society, setting up ﬁres in cemeteries would be
morally and aesthetically unacceptable or at least doubtful in most regions of the world. However, a management method
that seems unusual at ﬁrst might sometimes be the ultimate and fastest solution for conserving the natural patches of
vegetation in cemeteries. Hence caretakers should consider different options in order to choose the best management
methods from both a moral and a practical point of view.
5.5. Involvement of local communities in the protection and monitoring of biodiversity of cemeteries
(14) The best and most popular cemeteries are already widely known in amateur naturalist communities and subjects of
special consideration. A good example is the British cemetery of Kerkyra (Corfu), embedded in an urban environment, where
professional and amateur orchid enthusiasts ﬁnd several orchid species every year, and the cumulative orchid species number
is above 30 (Seaton et al., 2015). Progressive and good examples for conserving the locally most prominent cemeteries and
churchyards are the “churchyard/cemetery preserves” in the UK; (Zisenis, 1998). In Illinois, United States, cemetery protection
has also been legally solved by establishing “Prairie Cemeteries and Savannahs” in several counties. They function as nature
preserves and are intended to safeguard the original vegetation (Moorehouse and Hassen, 2004). Involving communities is
essential for the effective and respectful conservation of both natural and cultural values of burial places. Groups promoting
the wildlife of burial places regularly discover that they face normative questions that have no scientiﬁc answers (Cooper,
1995). As ethics is a communal matter, we need to develop our social skills and mechanisms as well in order to develop
our attitude towards such sensitive cases like the conservation of natural values in cemeteries and churchyards.
6. Conclusions
The role of cemeteries and churchyards in biodiversity conservation in the close proximity of urban areas is unques-
tionable in the new era. We found that besides their religious function, cemeteries and churchyards have a considerable
conservation role, as even in heavily transformed landscapes they often act as refuges for the populations of rare and en-
dangered species. However, in parallel with changes in the social attitude towards sacred places and the erosion of traditional
taboos, the management of these natural refuges has also been altered worldwide. As conservation and spirituality is tightly
interwoven in cemeteries, we suggest that restoring the eroded social and spiritual traditions of local communities entails the
conservation of these often last healthy and natural habitat patches of urban areas.
Declarations of interest
None.
V. L€oki et al. / Global Ecology and Conservation 18 (2019) e00614 11Acknowledgments
VL and BD were supported by the New National Excellence Programme of the Ministry of Human Capacities (ÚNKP-18-3-
III-DE-129 e VL; ÚNKP-18-4-DE-9 - BD). The project was supported by the OTKA K 108992 grant (AMV) and Bolyai Janos
Research Scholarship of the Hungarian Academy of Science (BD and BAL). BD was supported by the OTKA PD 115627 and NKFI
KH 130338 project. We are grateful to Aiko Huckauf for improving the English of the manuscript.
Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2019.e00614.
References
Acar, C., Acar, H., Eroglu, E., 2007. Evaluation of ornamental plant resources to urban biodiversity and cultural changing: a case study of residential
landscapes in Trabzon city (Turkey). Build. Environ. 42, 218e229.
Adamowski, W., Conti, F., 1991. Mass occurrence of orchids in poplar plantations near Czeremcha village as an example of apophytism. Phytocoenosis 3,
259e267.
Alpert, P., Bone, E., Holzapfel, C., 2000. Invasiveness, invasibility and the role of environmental stress in the spread of non-native plants. Perspect. Plant Ecol.
Evol. Systemat. 3 (1), 52e66.
Anderson, R.C., 2006. Evolution and origin of the central grassland of North America: climate, ﬁre, and mammalian grazers. J. Torrey Bot. Soc. 133, 626e647.
Anderson, J., Vermeire, L., Adler, P.B., 2011. Fourteen years of mapped, permanent quadrats in a northern mixed prairie, USA. Ecology 92 (8), 1703e1703.
Antkowiak, W., Heine, A., 2005. Dendroﬂora and current state of historic cemeteries of the Kolo District in Central Poland. Rocz. Akad. Rolniczej w Poznaniu
9, 3e12.
Arslan, N., Alp, S., Koyuncu, M., 2012. Silent guardians of cemeteries in Turkey: bulbous plants. In: XI International Symposium on Flower Bulbs and
Herbaceous Perennials, 1002, pp. 301e306.
Atay, E., Jansson, N., Gürkan, T., 2012. Saproxylic beetles on old hollow oaks (Quercus spp.) in a small isolated area in southern Turkey: (Insecta: Coleoptera).
Zool. Middle East 57 (1), 105e114.
Baker, J.M., 2005. St. John the Baptist Church, Ruyton-XI-Towns, Shropshire churchyard ecological survey and educational resource developement. http://
www.rxit.org.uk/castle/Botanical.pdf. (Accessed 2 April 2019).
Barbujani, G., Bertorelle, G., 2001. Genetics and the population history of Europe. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 98 (1), 22e25.
Barrett, G.W., Barrett, T.L., 2001. Cemeteries as repositories of natural and cultural diversity. Conserv. Biol. 15 (6), 1820e1824.
Baumgartner, H., Felder, F., Haas, J.M., Kübler, H., Moeller, H., 2016. Bericht über eine Reise zu den Orchideen der Südost- und Nordost Türkei in 2013. J.
Europ€aischer Orchideen 48 (1), 163e178.
Biadun, W., 1994. Winter avifauna of urban parks and cemeteries in Lublin (SE Poland). Acta Ornithol. (Warszaw) 29 (1), 15e27.
Bhagwat, S.A., Rutte, C., 2006. Sacred groves: potential for biodiversity management. Front. Ecol. Environ. 4 (10), 519e524.
Bhagwat, S.A., 2009. Ecosystem services and sacred natural sites: reconciling material and non-material values in nature conservation. Environ. Values
417e427.
Bovyn, R.A., Lordon, M.C., Grecco, A.E., Leeper, A.C., LaMontagne, J.M., 2019. Tree cavity availability in urban cemeteries and city parks. J. Urban Econ. 5 (1),
juy030.
Brandes, D., 2011. Flora of Old Cemeteries in Central Tunisia. http://www.ruderal-vegetation.de/epub/Flora%20of%20old%20cemeteries.pdf. (Accessed 2
April 2019).
Brandt, J.S., Wood, E.M., Pidgeon, A.M., Han, L.X., Fang, Z., Radeloff, V.C., 2013. Sacred forests are keystone structures for forest bird conservation in
southwest China's Himalayan Mountains. Biol. Conserv. 166, 34e42.
Breckheimer, I., Haddad, N.M., Morris, W.F., Trainor, A.M., Fields, W.R., Jobe, R., et al., 2014. Deﬁning and evaluating the umbrella species concept for
conserving and restoring landscape connectivity. Conserv. Biol. 28 (6), 1584e1593.
Brown, N., Bhagwat, S., Watkinson, S., 2006. Macrofungal diversity in fragmented and disturbed forests of the Western Ghats of India. J. Appl. Ecol. 43 (1),
11e17.
Buchholz, S., Blick, T., Hannig, K., Kowarik, I., Lemke, A., Otte, V., Scharon, J., Sch€onhofer, A., Teige, T., von der Lippe, M., Seitz, B., 2016. Biological richness of a
large urban cemetery in Berlin. Results of a multi-taxon approach. Biodivers. Data J. 4, e7057.
Canady, A., Mosanský, L., 2017. Public Cemetery as a biodiversity hotspot for birds and mammals in the urban environment of Kosice city (Slovakia). Zool.
Ecol. 27 (3e4), 185e195.
Champion, S.H., Seth, S.K., Khattak, G.M., 1965. Forest Types of Pakistan, 238 pp.
Cooper, N.S., 1995. Wildlife conservation in churchyards: a case-study in ethical judgements. Biodivers. Conserv. 4 (8), 916e928.
Could, F.W., 1941. Plant indicators of original Wisconsin prairies. Ecology 22 (4), 427e429.
Cousins, S.A., 2006. Plant species richness in midﬁeld islets and road vergesethe effect of landscape fragmentation. Biol. Conserv. 127 (4), 500e509.
Cremene, C., Groza, G., Rakosy, L., Schileyko, A.A., Baur, A., Erhardt, A., Baur, B., 2005. Alterations of steppe-like grasslands in eastern Europe: a threat to
regional biodiversity hotspots. Conserv. Biol. 19 (5), 1606e1618.
Curl, J.S., 1999. Oxford Dictionary of Architecture. Oxford University Press, e Oxford.
Czarna, A., 2016. Vascular plant ﬂora in the Cytadela cemeteries in Poznan (Poland). Acta Agrobot. 69 (4), 1695.
Czarna, A., Nowinska, R., 2010. Vascular plants of certain old Jewish cemeteries in Western Carpathians. Rocz. Akad. Rolniczej w Botanika-Steciana 14,
45e52.
Czarna, A., Piskorz, R., 2005. Vascular ﬂora of cemeteries in the town of Zakopane in the Tatra mountains. e Roczniki akademii Rolniczej w poznaniu.
Botanika-Steciana 9, 47e58.
D’Alessandro, D., 2010. Sacred space and restoration ecology. Erigenia 24, 3e4.
Dafni, A., Lev, E., Beckmann, S., Eichberger, C., 2006. Ritual plants of Muslim graveyards in northern Israel. J. Ethnobiol. Ethnomed. 2 (1), 1.
Deak, B., Tothmeresz, B., Valko, O., Sudnik-Wojcikowska, B., Moysiyenko, I.I., Bragina, T.M., Apostolova, I., Dembicz, I., Bykov, N.I., T€or€ok, P., 2016. Cultural
monuments and nature conservation: a review of the role of kurgans in the conservation and restoration of steppe vegetation. Biodivers. Conserv. 25
(3), 1e18.
Deak, B., T€olgyesi, C., Kelemen, A., Batori, Z., Galle, R., Bragina, T.M., Yerkin, A.I., Valko, O., 2018. The effects of micro-habitats and grazing intensity on the
vegetation of burial mounds in the Kazakhsteppes. Plant Ecol. Divers. 10, 509e520.
Dudley, N., Bhagwat, S., Higgins-Zogib, L., Lassen, B., Verschuuren, B., Wild, R., 2010. Conservation of biodiversity in sacred natural sites in Asia and Africa: a
review of the scientiﬁc literature. In: Verschuuren, B., Wild, R.A., McNeely, J., Oviedo, G. (Eds.), Sacred Natural Sites: Conserving Nature and Culture.
Earthscan, London and Washington DC, pp. 19e33.
Dudley, N., Higgins-Zogib, L.I.Z.A., Mansourian, S., 2009. The links between protected areas, faiths, and sacred natural sites. Conserv. Biol. 23 (3), 568e577.
Duncan, R.P., Clemants, S.E., Corlett, R.T., Hahs, A.K., McCarthy, M.A., McDonnell, M.J., Schwartz, W.M., Thompson, K., Vesk, A.P., Williams, N.S., 2011. Plant
traits and extinction in urban areas: a meta-analysis of 11 cities. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 20 (4), 509e519.
V. L€oki et al. / Global Ecology and Conservation 18 (2019) e0061412Ellis, J., 2008. Understanding prairie in the prairie state. In: Reber, R.J. (Ed.), Illinois Master Naturalist Curriculum Guide. Chapter 3: 1e16. Nature
Conservancy (U.S.). Illinois Chapter, Illinois Master Naturalist Program. Natural History Survey Division and Illinois Stewardship Committee. University
of Illinois Extension, Urbana, IL.
Essl, F., Steinbauer, K., Dullinger, S., Mang, T., Moser, D., 2014. Little, but increasing evidence of impacts by alien bryophytes. Biol. Invasions 16, 1175e1184.
Fekete, R., Nagy, T., Bodis, J., Biro, E., L€oki, V., Süveges, K., Takacs, A., T€ok€olyi, J., Molnar, V.A., 2017. Roadside verges as habitats for endangered lizard-orchids
(Himantoglossum spp.): ecological traps or refuges? Sci. Total Environ. 607, 1001e1008.
Fortey, R., 2000. Old churchyards as fungal conservation areas. Field Mycol. 1 (4), 121e123.
Frosch, B., J€ackle, H., Mhamdi, A., Kadmiri, E., Achhal, A., Rudner, M., Deil, U., 2016. Sacred sites in north-western Moroccoenaturalness of their vegetation
and conservation value for vulnerable plant species. Feddes Repert. 127 (3e4), 83e103.
Fudali, E., 2001. The ecological structure of the bryoﬂora of wroclaw's parks and cemeteries in relation to their localization and origin. Acta Soc. Bot. Pol. 70
(3), 229e235.
Gao, H., Ouyang, Z., Chen, S., van Koppen, C.S.A., 2013. Role of culturally protected forests in biodiversity conservation in Southeast China. Biodivers. Conserv.
22 (2), 531e544.
Gardiner, T., Gardiner, M., Cooper, N., 2011. Grasshopper strips prove effective in enhancing grasshopper abundance in Rivenhall Churchyard, Essex, England.
Conserv. Evid. 8 (31), 7.
Hadi, F., Ibrar, M., Zaidi, N., 2014. Role of Dag Behsud graveyard in conservation of indigenous medicinal ﬂora of district Nowshera, Pakistan. Sch. J. Agric. Sci.
4, 87e89.
Hamilton, W.P., 2008. A Conditions Assessment and Preservation Guidelines for Second Presbyterian Church's Graveyard Charleston, South Carolina. All
Theses, 44 pp. https://tigerprints.clemson.edu/all_theses/2300. (Accessed 2 April 2019).
Harty, F., Strange, L., 1976. Illinois Natural Areas Inventory, Cemetery Prairie Survey. e. Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Springﬁeld, IL.
Haught, J.A., 2010. Fading Faith: the Rise of the Secular Age. Gustav Broukal Press.
Hawksworth, D.L., McManus, P.M., 1989. Lichen recolonization in London under conditions of rapidly falling sulphur dioxide levels, and the concept of zone
skipping. Bot. J. Linn. Soc. 100 (2), 99e109.
Hewitt, A., 2013. Revisiting Tony price's (1979) account of the native vegetation of duck river and Rookwood cemetery, western Sydney. Cunninghamia 13
(1), 25e124.
Hoey, J., Lunt, I., 2003. Gaping leek-orchid (Prasophyllum correctum).. In: Flora and Fauna Guarantee Action Statements, vol. 1 Dept of Conservation &
Natural Resources. Flora & Fauna Branch, East Melbourne, Vic no. 57.
Holden, M.H., McDonald-Madden, E., 2017. Conservation from the grave: human burials to fund the conservation of threatened species. Conserv. Lett. 11 (1),
1e4.
Horvath, G., Malik, P., Kriska, G., Wildermuth, H., 2007. Ecological traps for dragonﬂies in a cemetery: the attraction of Sympetrum species (Odonata:
libellulidae) by horizontally polarizing black gravestones. Freshw. Biol. 52 (9), 1700e1709.
Ignatieva, M., Ahrne, K., Wissman, J., Eriksson, T., Tidåker, P., Hedblom, M., K€atterer, T., Marstorp, H., Berg, P., Eriksson, T., Bengtsson, J., 2015. Lawn as a
cultural and ecological phenomenon: a conceptual framework for transdisciplinary research. Urban For. Urban Green. 14 (2), 383e387.
Jurkiewicz, A., Turnau, K., Mesjasz-Przybyłowicz, J., Przybyłowicz, W., Godzik, B., 2001. Heavy metal localisation in mycorrhizas of Epipactis atrorubens
(Hoffm.) Besser (Orchidaceae) from zinc mine tailings. Protoplasma 218, 117e124.
Kamran, S., Khan, S.M., Ahmad, Z., Rahman, A.U., Iqbal, M., Manan, F., Haq, Z.U., Ullah, S., 2019. The role of graveyards in species conservation and beta
diversity: a vegetation appraisal of sacred habitats from Bannu, Pakistan. J. For. Res. 31, 1e12.
Kasparek, M., Grimm, U., 1999. European trade in Turkish salep with special reference to Germany. Econ. Bot. 53, 396e406.
Kırmacı, M., Agcagil, E., 2009. The Bryophyte ﬂora in the urban area of Aydın (Turkey). Int. J. Bot. 5 (3), 216e225.
Kocian, L., Nemethova, D., Melicherova, D., Matushkova, A., 2003. Breeding bird communities in three cemeteries in the City of Bratislava (Slovakia). Folia
Zool. 52 (2), 177e188.
Kowarik, I., Buchholz, S., von der Lippe, M., Seitz, B., 2016. Biodiversity functions of urban cemeteries: evidence from one of the largest Jewish cemeteries in
Europe. Urban For. Urban Green. 19, 68e78.
Kowarik, I., von der Lippe, M., Fischer, L.K., 2011. The ecological heritage in the Weisensee cemetery: nature conservation versus monument preservation?
ICOMOS J. Ger. Natl. Comm. 53, 46e51.
Kreutz, C.A.J., 2013. Ophrys mammosa Desfontaines subsp. ciliciana Kreutz, eine großblütige Sippe aus dem Ophrys mammosa-Formenkreis. Bayern
Arbeitskr. Heim. Orchideen 30, 271e278.
Kreutz, C.A.J., Peter, R., 2007. Ophrys konyana & Ruedi neue Ophrys-Art aus Südwesttürkei (Konya). J. Europ€aischer Orchideen 39 (1), 71.
Kreutz, C.A.J., 2010. Beitrag zur Kenntnis europ€aischer, mediterraner und vorderasiatischer Orchideen. Bayern Arbeitskr. Heim. Orchideen 27, 171e236.
Kreutz, C.A.J., Çolak, A.H., 2009. Türkiye Orkideleri. e _Istanbul. Rota Yayınları, p. 848.
Kreutz, C.A.J., Krüger, B., 2014. Über Ophrys isaura und Ophrys kreutzii in der Türkei. J. Europ€aischer Orchideen 46, 53e66.
Krigas, N., Kokkini, S., 2004. A survey of the alien vascular ﬂora of the urban and suburban area of Thessaloniki, N Greece. Willdenowia 34, 81e99.
Laske, D., 1994. Friedh€ofe e €okologische Nischen im besiedelten Raum. Naturwissenschaften 81 (5), 218e223.
Loneragan, W.A., 1975. The ecology of a graveyard. Aust. J. Bot. 23 (5), 803e814.
L€oki, V., T€ok€olyi, J., Süveges, K., Lovas-Kiss, A., Hürkan, K., Sramko, G., Molnar, V.A., 2015. The orchid ﬂora of Turkish graveyards: a comprehensive ﬁeld
survey. Willdenowia 45 (2), 231e243.
L€oki, V., Molnar, V.A., Süveges, K., Heimeier, H., Takacs, A., Nagy, T., Fekete, R., Lovas-Kiss, A., Kreutz, K.C., Sramko, G., T€ok€olyi, J., 2019. Predictors of con-
servation value of Turkish cemeteries: a case study using orchids. Landsc. Urban Plann. 186, 36e44.
Luniak, M., 1981. The birds of the park habitats in Warsaw. Acta Ornithol. (Warszaw) 18 (6), 1e40.
Lussenhop, J., 1977. Urban cemeteries as bird refuges. Condor 79 (4), 456e461.
Mallarach, J.M., Papayannis, T., 2010. Sacred natural sites in technologically developed countries: reﬂections from the experience of the Delos Initiative. In:
Verschuuren, B., Wild, R., McNeeley, J., Oviedo, G. (Eds.), Sacred Natural Sites: Conserving Nature and Culture. Earthscan, London &Washington DC, pp.
198e208.
Martin, D., 1996. On the cultural ecology of sky burial on the Himalayan Plateau. East W. 46 (3e4), 353e370.
McBarron, E.J., Benson, D.H., Doherty, M.D., 1988. The botany of old cemeteries. Cunninghamia 2 (1), 97e105.
Moorehouse, A.K., Hassen, H., 2004. Protecting pioneer cemetery prairies: balancing the need to preserve cultural and natural heritage values. In: Pro-
ceedings of the 19th North American Prairie Conference, vol. 81, pp. 163e167.
Morgan, J.W., 1999. Effects of population size on seed production and germinability in an endangered, fragmented grassland plant. Conserv. Biol. 13 (2),
266e273.
Molnar, V.A., Takacs, A., Mizsei, E., L€oki, V., Barina, Z., Sramko, G., T€ok€olyi, J., 2017a. Religious differences affect orchid diversity of Albanian graveyards.
Pakistan J. Bot. 49 (1), 289e303.
Molnar, V.A., L€oki, V., Mate, A., Molnar, A., Takacs, A., Nagy, T., Lovas-Kiss, A., Sramko, G., T€ok€olyi, J., 2017b. The occurrence of Spiraea crenata and other rare
steppe plants in Pannonian graveyards. Biologia 72, 500e509.
Molnar, V.A., Süveges, K., Molnar, Zs, L€oki, V., 2017c. Using local people's traditional ecological knowledge in discovery of rare plants: a case study from
Turkey. Acta Soc. Bot. Pol. 86, 3541.
Molnar, V.,A., Nagy, T., L€oki, V., Süveges, K., Takacs, A., Bodis, J., T€ok€olyi, J., 2017d. Graveyards as refuges for Turkish orchids against salep harvesting. Ecol.
Evol. 7 (24), 11257e11264.
Molnar, V.A., Meszaros, A., Csatho, A.I., Balogh, G., Takacs, A., L€oki, V., Lovas-Kiss, A., T€ok€olyi, J., Somlyay, L., Bauer, N., 2018. Distribution and seed production
of the rare, dry grassland specialist Sternbergia colchiciﬂora (Amaryllidaceae) in Pannonian cemeteries. Tuexenia 38, 371e384.
V. L€oki et al. / Global Ecology and Conservation 18 (2019) e00614 13Morelli, F., Mikula, P., Benedetti, Y., Bussiere, R., Jerzak, L., Tryjanowski, P., 2018a. Escape behaviour of birds in urban parks and cemeteries across Europe:
evidence of behavioural adaptation to human activity. Sci. Total Environ. 631, 803e810.
Morelli, F., Mikula, P., Benedetti, Y., Bussiere, R., Tryjanowski, P., 2018b. Cemeteries support avian diversity likewise urban parks in European cities: assessing
taxonomic, evolutionary and functional diversity. Urban For. Urban Green. 36, 90e99.
Moysiyenko, I.I., Zachwatowicz, M., Sudnik-Wojcikowska, B., Jabłonska, E., 2014. Kurgans help to protect endangered steppe species in the Pontic grass
steppe zone, Ukraine. Wulfenia 21, 83e94.
€Orstan, A., 2004. Cemeteries as refuges for native land snails in _Istanbul, Turkey. Tentacle 12, 11e12.
€Orstan, A., K€osemen, M., 2009. Graves and snails: biodiversity conservation in an old cemetery in _Istanbul, Turkey. Triton 19, 40e41.
Palacz, T., 1996. Cmentarze _zydowskie w wielkopolsce. In: Matyaszczyk, D. (Ed.), Miejsca I Obiekty Kultu WWielkopolsce, Prahistoryczne, Chrzescijanskie I
Judaistyczne. Wielkopolski Osrodek Studiow I Ochrony Srodowiska Kulturowego W Poznaniu, Poznan, pp. 131e173.
Pearson, T.G., 1915. Cemeteries as Bird Sanctuaries. National Association of Audubon Societies, Circular No. 2, New York, NY.
Pergl, J., Sadlo, J., Petrík, P., Danihelka, J., Chrtek Jr., H.M., Moravcova, L., Perglova, I., Stajerova, K., Pysek, P., 2016. Dark side of the fence: ornamental plants as
a source of wild-growing ﬂora in the Czech Republic. Preslia 88, 163e184.
Phillippe, L.R., Marcum, P.B., Busemeyer, D.T., Ebinger, J.E., 2010. Vascular ﬂora of short pioneer cemetery prairie nature preserve, grundy county, Illinois:
composition and change since 1977. Erigenia 5, 5e11.
Plumwood, V., 2007. The cemetery wars: cemeteries, biodiversity and the sacred. Local Glob. : Identity Secur. Community 3, 54.
Preston, D.J., 1972. Wye Oak: the History of a Great Tree. Tidewater Publishers, e Cambridge MD.
Prober, S.M., Thiele, K.R., 1995. Conservation of the grassy white box woodlands: relative contributions of size and disturbance to ﬂoristic composition and
diversity of remnants. Aust. J. Bot. 43 (4), 349e366.
Rahman, A., Anisuzzaman, M., Haider, S.A., Ahmed, F., Islam, A., Naderuzzaman, A.T.M., 2008. Study of medicinal plants in the Graveyards of Rajshahi city.
Res. J. Agric. Biol. Sci. 4 (1), 70e74.
Rai, I.D., Adhikari, B.S., Rawat, G.S., 2010. A unique patch of timberline ecotone with three species of Lady's slipper orchids in Garhwal Himalaya, India. J.
Threat. Taxa 2 (3), 766e769.
Rebancos, C.M., Buot Jr., I.E., 2007. Sacred groves and plant biodiversity conservation. J. Nat. Stud. 6, 31e36.
Ruch, D.G., Torke, B.G., Badger, K.S., Rothrock, P.E., 2014. The vascular ﬂora in three prairie cemeteries in Henry County, Indiana. Proc. Indiana Acad. Sci. 119
(1), 35e51.
Rugg, J., 2000. Deﬁning the place of burial: what makes a cemetery a cemetery? Mortality 5 (3), 259e275.
Rutkovska, S., Pucka, I., Novicka, I., 2011. Analysis of invasive ﬂora in cemetery territories of the city of Daugavpils. e environment. Technology. Resources.
In: Proceedings of the International Scientiﬁc and Practical Conference, vol. 2, pp. 344e351.
Sabo, G.M., Zaharia, D., Dumitras, A., Singureanu, V., Moldovan, G., 2010. Ornamental species used for graveyard landscape design. e Bulletin of University of
Agricultural Sciences and Veterinary Medicine Cluj-Napoca. Horticulture 66 (1), 567e571.
Sagona, A.G., 2006. The Heritage of Eastern Turkey: from Earliest Settlements to Islam. Macmillan Education Australia, p. 240.
Saunders, D.A., Hobbs, R.J., Margules, C.R., 1991. Biological consequences of ecosystem fragmentation: a review. Conserv. Biol. 5 (1), 18e32.
Schonewald-Cox, C.M., 1988. Boundaries in the protection of nature reserves: translating multidisciplinary knowledge into practical conservation.
Bioscience 38 (7), 480e486.
Seaton, T., North, M., Gajda, G., 2015. Last resting places? Recreational spaces or thanatourism attractions - the future of historic cemeteries and churchyards
in Europe. In: Gammon, S., Elkington, S. (Eds.), Landscapes of Leisure. Leisure Studies in a Global Era. Palgrave Macmillan, London, pp. 71e95.
Semple, W.S., Rankin, M.O., Cole, I.A., Koen, T.B., 2009. Four rural cemeteries in central western NSW: islands of Australiana in a European sea? Cun-
ninghamia 11 (1), 81e96.
Sezik, E., 2002. Turkish orchids and salep. Acta Pharm. Turc. 44, 151e157.
Shah, A.A., Ramzan, M., Saba, R., 2016. Ethnoecological studies of herbs and shrubs of Miani Sahib graveyard, lahore city, Punjab, Pakistan. J. Bioresour.
Manag. 3 (2), 33e44.
Shefferson, R.P., Kull, T., Tali, K., 2008. Mycorrhizal interactions of orchids colonizing Estonian mine tailings hills. Am. J. Bot. 95 (2), 156e164.
Shelford, V.E., 1963. The Ecology of North America: Plant Dominants. University of Illinois press, Chicago, pp. 350e351.
Skorka, P., _Zmihorski, M., Grze˛dzicka, E., Martyka, R., Sutherland, W.J., 2018. The role of churches in maintaining bird diversity: a case study from southern
Poland. Biol. Conserv. 226, 280e287.
Sigiel-Dopierala, A., Jagodzinski, A.M., 2011. Materials to the vascular ﬂora of the neglected Evangelical cemeteries of the western part of the Drawsko
Landscape Park (Poland). Rocz. Akad. Rolniczej w Botanika-Steciana 15, 57e64.
Silc, U., 2009. Vegetation of the Z
̌
ale cemetery (Ljubljana). Hacquetia 8 (1), 41e47.
Smith, R.M., Thompson, K., Hodgson, J.G., Warren, P.H., Gaston, K.J., 2006. Urban domestic gardens (IX): composition and richness of the vascular plant ﬂora,
and implications for native biodiversity. Biol. Conserv. 129, 312e322.
Steffek, J., Stalazs, A., Dreijers, E., 2008. Snail fauna of the oldest cemeteries from Riga (Latvia). Malacol. Bohemoslov. 7, 79e80.
Stowe, J.P., Schmidt, E.V., Green, D., 2001. Toxic burials: the ﬁnal insult. Conserv. Biol. 15 (6), 1817e1819.
Suder, D., 2011. Participation of thermophilous species in plant communities of earthworks and castle ruins in the Western Carpathians. Ann. UMCS, Biol. 66
(2), 21e31.
Sudnik-Wojcikowska, B., Galera, H., 2005. Floristic differences in some anthropogenic habitats in Warsaw. Ann. Bot. Fenn. 42, 185e193.
Sudnik-Wojcikowska, B., Moysiyenko, I., 2011. Anthropogenic elements of the Ukrainian landscape and the problem of local steppe restoration. Ann. Univ.
Mariae Curie-Sklodowska Lublin-Polonia 66, 85e103.
Tan, M.K., 2012. Orthoptera of the exhumed Bidari cemetery, Singapore. Nat. Singapore 5, 343e350.
Tan, M.K., Yeo, H., Hasnan, S., Woon, S.Z.S., Wu, B., 2013. A rapid comparsion of the orthoptera communities of Bukit Brown cemetery and lornie trail of the
central catchment nature reserve, Singapore. Nat. Singapore 6, 97e103.
Teklehaimanot, Z., Healey, J., Binggeli, P., Ambrose, B., Hall, J.B., Smith, J., et al., 2001. Biodiversity Conservation in Ancient Church and Monastery Yards in
Ethiopia.
Thompson, R.L., Poindexter, D.B., 2011. Species richness after Lonicera maackii removal from an old cemetery macroplot on dead horse knob, madison
county, Kentucky. Phyton 50, 1e15.
Trewhella, W.J., Rodriguez-Clark, K.M., Corp, N., Entwistle, A., Garrett, S.R.T., Granek, E., Lengel, K.L., Raboude, M.J., Reason, P.F., Sewall, B.J., 2005. Envi-
ronmental education as a component of multidisciplinary conservation programs: lessons from conservation initiatives for critically endangered fruit
bats in the western Indian Ocean. Conserv. Biol. 19 (1), 75e85.
Tryjanowski, P., Morelli, F., Mikula, P., Kristín, A., Indykiewicz, P., Grzywaczewski, G., Kronenberg, J., Jerzak, L., 2017. Bird diversity in urban green space: a
large-scale analysis of differences between parks and cemeteries in Central Europe. Urban For. Urban Green. 27, 264e271.
Trzaskowska, E., Karczmarz, K., 2013. Spontaneous vascular ﬂora of selected cemeteries in Lublin and the surrounding area. Acta Agrobot. 66 (2), 107e122.
Uslu, A., 2010. An ecological approach for the evaluation of an abandoned cemetery as a green area: the case of Ankara/Karakusunlar cemetery. Afr. J. Agric.
Res. 5 (10), 1043e1054.
Vallejo, B.M., Aloy, A.B., Ong, P.S., 2009. The distribution, abundance and diversity of birds in Manila's last greenspaces. Landsc. Urban Plann. 89 (3), 75e85.
Valko, O., Toth, K., Kelemen, A., Miglecz, T., Radocz, S., Sonkoly, J., et al., 2018. Cultural heritage and biodiversity conservation e plant introduction and
practical restoration on ancient burial mounds. Nat. Conserv. 24, 65.
Verschuuren, B., Wild, R., McNeely, J., Oviedo, G. (Eds.), 2010. Sacred Natural Sites: Conserving Nature and Culture. Earthscan, London & Washington D.C.
Vickery, J.A., Feber, R.E., Fuller, R.J., 2009. Arable ﬁeld margins managed for biodiversity conservation: a review of food resource provision for farmland birds.
Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 133 (1e2), 1e13.
V. L€oki et al. / Global Ecology and Conservation 18 (2019) e0061414Wright, J.C., Wright, E.A., 1948. Grassland types of south central Montana. Ecology 29 (4), 449e460.
Yılmaz, H., Kus¸ak, B., Akkemik, Ü., 2018. The role of As¸iyan Cemetery (_Istanbul) as a green urban space from an ecological perspective and its importance in
urban plant diversity. Urban For. Urban Green. 33, 92e98.
Zisenis, M., 1998. Proposal for an interdisciplinary nature conservation assessment approach applied to an exemplary evaluation of Nunhead Cemetery,
London, UK. In: Breuste, J., Feldmann, H., Uhlmann, O. (Eds.), (2013): Urban Ecology. Springer, Berlin Heidelberg, pp. 713e714.
Further reading
€Ozhatay, N., Gürdal, S¸.K.B., 2013. Check-list of additional taxa to the supplement ﬂora of Turkey VI. J. Fac. Pharm. Istanb. Univ. 43 (1), 33e83.
